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1 . 13 The amendment filed on 14 May 2009 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .31 3(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) 13 disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) n entered in part. See explanation below. 

According to MPEP 1214.06 (II), the Examiner correctly canceled all claims except for claim 35, which was allowed prior to 
appeal. The application was concurrently allowed and prosecution was otherwise closed. The amendment is being 
disapproved for the following reasons: 

a) A canceled claim can be reinstated ONLY by a subsequent amendment presenting the claim as a new claim with a 
new claim number. The claim numbers in Applicant's amendment are those of canceled claims. 

b) Amendments filed under 37 CFR 1.312 should require no substantial amount of work on the part of the Office. 
Applicant attempts to insert dependent claims in addition to the two "objected to" claims which were put in independent 
form. Since the two new independent claims are of slightly different scope, more than a cursory review of any dependent 
claims would have to be performed. This will not be done since prosecution is closed. 

c) Applicant's remarks do not fully and clearly show: 

i) why the amendment is needed; 

ii) why the proposed new claims require no additional search or examination; 

iii) why the claims are patentable; and 

iv) why they were not presented earlier. 
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